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Continuation of Description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was reached, or any other 
comments: Examiner and Applicant's representatives discussed the wording in the independent claims 29, 40, 59, and 78. 
Specifically, the claim language "effect transport of the selected content publishers to the user station over a communcations 
network" and "effect presentation of the stored content to the user at the user station with a user interface that is customized 
to the respective service." Examiner read the claim as meaning that the "selected content" was from only one M publisher[s] M 
as taught by Pettus. Applicant's representatives offered to clean up the claim language to distinguish the invention over the 
prior art of Pettus. Examiner and Applicant's representatives agreed to the claim languge of "effect transport of the selected 
content from each of the plurality of [publishers] services."Examiner will perform another search and reconsider the Office's 
position. 
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